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first and second floor of the building that we could
have access to at about any time Senator Chanbers or
ot hers m ght want to have access to 1t to solve these
ﬁrobl ems. Now | think the nost curious argument that
as been presented in opposition to this amendnment by
Senator Vickers and others is that sonehow by bringi ng
from abcut eighty or nore tel ephones down to six or fewer
the nunber of lines that are available for nmisuse, why
m suse is going to increase. You know, the way this bill
is witten 1t is not gust |egislators' phone bills that
are protected but it is also staff because it is any
tel ephone call related to the performance of duties by
a menber of the Legislature. That surely wll apply to
the phones 1n the Cerk's office, or the phones in the
Legi sl ative Fiscal office, toother offices we have that
is part of the Legislature that are not the personal
phones of the state senators. We have six or eight tele-
wones that are installed in the committee hearing roons.
have at least fifteen or twenty in the Legislative
Flscal office and the Cerk's office and other simlar
offices, the Research Ofice up in the Library, up in the
tower there are other offices associated with the Legis-
lature. Currently we have | would estinmate at |east 75
or 80 different phones that are going to be protected by
this legislation and | can't see how this amendnment by
bringing the protected nunber of lines down to six or
fewer is going to increase the potential for abuse as
Senator Vickers is arguing. Now | think that frankly we
are naking the issue out of this, we are making a much
bi gger issue out of these phone lines than the press ever
is. We are the ones that introduced the bill. We are
the ones that are debating these anendnents far nore
extensively than probably need to be debated. But nopst
inmportant, | don't really see what the nedia has to do
with this issue at all. | know Senator Chanbers is setting
the nedia up as a straw nan and then knocki ng them down
as a convenient rhetorical tactic frequently. But we
are not tal king about the right of the nedia to get these
records. W are tal klng about the right of our constituents
and the right of the public to know that we are fulfilling
the public trust. | don't think how the nedia reports
our business, what they think about cost contai nnent
| egi sl ation, what they think about our records, our tele-
phone records or any other issue really has anything to
do with this particular debate. Our responsibility is
to the taxpayers of this state. | think again that it
is overly broad to feel that we need to protect all of
our records because occasionally we night have a con-
fidential call or two to place. | think this particular
amendrment bal ances the privacy interests against the legitinate



